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THIE APPIBIIINGIUN 0T
the Federal Buveau of Ju-
vestigaﬁon {hat last week’s
citivens' inquiry would re-
sult in a lopsided lamhast-
ing was largely unjustified,

Ag it turned out, the Con-
FRI ot

fully mixed ity criticism
with some solid support and
meaningful jnsights into the
ageney built. by J. dzar
lloover. ’

To be sure, {here was an
abundance of shrill denun-
clations from professional
¥RI haters of long standing
and it was true that Prince-
ton’s Dusue Y.ockard, con-
ference chairman, loaded the
sessions with
cutus.

‘As Lockard explained yes-
ferday, “How else could you
have a confereince” on 11331
procedures and its role in
socicly ~“withoul inviting
mostly crities?”

But whether out of &
sense of fair play or bc-'
‘cause . the conference was
indeed rigged, individuals
-saw {o it that the FBI got

For exemple, Burke Mar-
shall, former assistant altor-
ney general in the Wennedy
administration, listened fo
allcg"d FRBI mformc. and
wondered  aloud \vhethm'
they should have even bcm
invited.

- Chairman Lo’cl-;ard‘ also
Invited * Frauk Carvington
ang Dichard Wright of the-
conservative “Araericans for
Effective Law Ii-:l?orcém'ent,
Ine, 'of Chicago and then
saw t{o ‘il they \vere ‘given
every opportunity to crm-
(‘l/(, the critics.

“IN THE CONC ]T‘RN over
\"hc‘ther the F131 was getting
a fair shake or wof, probably
the beslt and certainly  {he
most comp]ete cxplanalion
of {lje ole in r'ml

Apprwg sl'-b of Cfﬁh ease 2

nearly ignored,

“the law
plenty of

its due along with its lumps, '

Hoovoer

I \\d:; jHLanu‘l ‘u.» Eavza / el \,uu‘L’ i g,
¥BL “demonstrated in sém

thy  Lazudsherg -and  John
Doar, who served in the Jus-
tice Dapariment’s  eivil
rights division from ]960 10
1967,

~In the unlikely ev cnt Hnt
an official body held a simi.
lar heaving on the ¥F1I, this
aper would he an invalua-
ble model of objeclivity,
personal kuowledge = and
ability. :

To the longstanding criti-
cism that the FBI dragged
its feet on civil rights, Doar
pointedly veplied that nel-
ther the government nor the
Americon people were
ready, in 1960, fov the civil
rights revolution but that
had involuntarily
enlisted the ¥BL

Documenting ¥l failuves
. belweoen 1660 and 1964, Doar
aid:

“Phe burean was illpre-
pared for its predicawent. Is
it any wonder it delivercd
such a lackluster perform-
ance? IBI field offices in
the South were neglecied
and undermanncd. Therc

were no bhureau manuals on

the detection of diserimina-
tory selection'of volers,
“Voter discrimination it~
sell bad not yet been clearly

or specifically defined. The’

burezu - suporvisors estab-

lished in high posts at the

scat of government kunew
only the myths published by

the disciples of the solid

South.”

Bul with the bLuldup of
violence in. Mississippi in
1964, a series of events pro-
duced, Doar said, a “magnif-
icent change” in FBI per-

formance:

THIE LVI« NTS inclu ded :

the murder of three youny
~civil rights workers; an ox-

amination of the Mississippi
mtnzm‘un by {former CIA
Dircetor Allen

himsell,
openin of

TR E R

plus  the
"'n ¥BY office in

Dulles and;”

Aﬂﬂ)ﬁ;-ooom R000100020(

vagents Lo the state.

of the toughost law enfored
ment assignmenis jmaging
ble, exactly how

for lhomuglmok.g,
ence and toughmindednes
in respousible law cx*!‘mc
mwent.” i S

In solving major right
cases involving the Xu Klu
Klan,
¥RYs use of pald infornm
ants, inflitration, wiretay
ping and other factiqg
soundly criticized by othw

at the confercance &g ‘i
fringernents on constitutio

al rights. .

Several comflerence p |
cipants asked, if Doar’s a
proval of FBI melbods j
fighting the Jdanfniglt alg
be applicd 1o such groups 4
the PBlack Panthers or tl
Weatherman faclion of St
dents for a Democralic ‘%
cicty.

The responses were so (
verse that even “the I
would be satisfied of a hon

fide cross seclion ofvopmxo‘

-

and why ik
had carned it§ reputatiof
pm‘siS" 1

Doar supported thp
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